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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 



2. Claims 1-28 and 35 - 48 are rejected under 35 U S C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the 
relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the 
claimed invention. The original specification as filed does not provide support for the following 
limitations: 

(1) Claim 1, line 3, the intended use limitation "non-functional ornaments". The original 
patent specification neither defines nor discloses "non-functional ornaments. Therefore in 
absence of disclosure and/or definition it is a new matter. 

(2) Claims 13, lines 2-3, and claim 35, lines 3-4, the limitation "at least one curved 
surface and at least two dimensions of substantially the same proportion " is not supported by the 
originally filed patent specification. Patentee has not pointed out where the support for this 
limitation can be found in the originally filed patent specification. 

(3) Claim 17, lines 2-3 and claim 28, lines 3-4, the limitation. " a substrate having height, 
width and depth dimensions of substantially the same proportion" is not supported by the 
originally filed patent specification. The Example 1 and Figure 1 provide support for the 
substrate composed of cubic zirconium dioxide and formed with cut and polished facets. Thus 
the final coated articles is not a cube and therefore does not provide support for the above 
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limitation since it reads on coated cube that is height, width and depth dimensions of the same 
proportion. 

(4) Claim 22, lines 2-3, the limitation "substrate having a depth dimension of 
substantially the same proportion as its height or width dimension" is not supported by the 
originally filed patent specification. The Example 1 and Figure 1 only provide support for the 
substrate composed of cubic zirconium dioxide and formed with cut and polished facets. 

(5) Claim 27, line 2, the limitation "substrate having at least two non parallel curved 
surfaces 'is not supported by the originally filed patent specification. The shape of turtle in 
Example 2 does not provide support for said limitation. It is only provide support for transparent 
lead crystal glass in the shape of a turtle. 

(6) Claims 40 and 45, lines 2-4, the limitation" at least one curved surface and 
substantially the same maximum dimension in at least two orthogonal directions" is not support 
by the originally filed specification. 

(7) Claims 44 and 48, lines 2-4, the limitation "with substantially the same maximum 
dimension in three orthogonal directions and at least one generally circular cross section "not 
supported by the originally filed specification. 

3. Claims 1-16, 27 and 29-39 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hettich et al. (U.S. Patent 4,769,290) in view of Austin (U.S. Patent 5,332,618) for the 
reasons of record set forth in paragraph 2 of the Office Action mailed March 28, 2002 and 
paragraph 2 of the Office Action mailed October 10, 2002. Further Austin's corrective 
spectacles deemed to have at least two non-parallel curved surfaces. 
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4. Applicant's arguments filed April 1 9, 2004 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. In reference to rejection of claims under 35 USC§ 1 12, first paragraph applicants 
mainly argue that the turtle is a non-functional ornaments and in reference to limitations 2-5 in 
the Office Action not supported by the originally filed specification applicants mainly points to 
Figs 1-3 and state that turtle provide support for non-parallel surface and cube of Example 1 
provide support for other limitations. 

These arguments are unpersuasive because turtle has a decorative function. Therefore, it 
is a functional article. There is no definition of non-functional ornaments provided in the 
originally filed specification. 

In reference to rejection of claims 1- 16, 27 and 29-36 under 35 USC 103 (a) as being 
unpatentable over Hettich et al (U. S. Patent 4,769,290) in view of Austin (U. S. Patent 
5,332,618), applicant mainly continues to argue that Hettich et al's disclosure directed to a high 
efficiency reflectors and Austin's disclosure is directed to an antireflection layer system. There is 
no disclosure or suggestion in Hettich et al of coating substrates to form any objects other than 
high efficiency reflectors. Austin discloses coating sunglasses with an antireflective coating. 
Applicant also alleges that the Examiner concedes that the motivation is not provided by the 
cited references and asserts that the motivation may come from knowledge generally available. 
However the Examiner has not identified the generally available knowledge on which the 
Examiner relies on or cited any source of such unidentified knowledge. 

These arguments are unpersuasive because if Hettich et al's disclosure is limited to only 
high efficiency reflectors (that is title of the disclosure) and Austin's disclosure is limited to 
antireflection layer system as argued then the present disclosure also limited to gemstones and 
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decorative objects. The invention directed to gemstone is allowed. Hettich et al teach 
transmitting selected wavelength of light and reflecting selected wavelength of light. Austin also 
teaches transmitting selected wavelength of light (visible light) and reflecting selected 
wavelength of light (UV light). Thus both references teach the same. Austin's teaching is not 
limited to sunglasses. Austin also discloses that his invention is useful in providing protection in 
fields of art and glazing. The Examiner has not conceded that the cited references do not provide 
motivation. Both Hettich et al and Austin provide general knowledge in optical field. Austin 
teaches coating each surface of the object. Austin's object such as sunglasses is a complex 
shaped object. Hettich et al's reflector can also have various shapes. 

5. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1. 136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 
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6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to D. S. Nakarani whose telephone number is (571) 272-1512. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Tuesday-Friday from 7:00 am to 5:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Deborah Jones can be reached on (571) 272-1535. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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